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(The Commission 


EL GRIFFITH 

You told me yesterday that 
document in prison? 

I don't believe 

don't want 

any mystery about 
ment you saw? 

fes, I believe it was this kind in German. 

That appears to have been a copy of the trial brief 
Gestapo. On what date was it that you saw that’ 


That I can't say. I don't remember that part. 


Was it long ago or was it quite recently? 
I don't remember when I saw it, since I am very interested 
in any kind of papers that were permitted to come over to our 


section. 


But was it a week ago or was it two months ago? 
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With certainty I can not say. 

‘} Well, you must be able to tell me approximately how 
long ago it was when you saw this document? 

A I don't suppose that you ever were in prison 
you have no idea of time. 

Was it before Christmas or since Christmas‘? 
Since Christmas. 

Q I am going to ask you again and if you refuse to tell 
me again we can't go any further. Can you say approximately 
whether it was a week, a month, two months or three months 
ago that you sa% this document? 

DR. WLIK I object to this question. I do not 
think that this question is relevant. 
COLONEL NEAVE: I wonder if you can state briefly 
what is the object of your question? 
۱ Cer Cay د-۸‎ 
uments 
& .هع مل انب‎ 
permission to hand out/but I don't think they have any con- 
nection with your auestio 
COLONEL GRIFFITH INES: I am prepared to say, at this 
particular time, that I am making no objection at all to the 
fact of his seeing this or any other document. 
COLONEL WEAVE: Well, that should satisfy you, I think, 
Dr م6‎ ulle ١ 
BY COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 
Now, are you prepared to tell me when it was you first 
saw this document? 


I can not tell you when; I only can tell you whether 
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it was this or that document if NOV to me, 
You realized, did you not, before your interrogation 


in November, that the SD were indicted as a crimini organi- 


zation? 


I would 


answer 


XRIFFITH 


considered the 
not the organization 


T4 " ub Se QUE ~ 8 میټ‎ 5 dia mus DAN Ta ee m 
LIMMLEeT and ) 1۷۷1د‎ 2 episode concerning 


indic t c 
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davit you had 
incriminated the SD? 


I made this statement, which was the basis of the 


. or vau > T^ Xe To 1^ 
وت‎ OL Ours J I ILCW Chat, Dut 


affidavit were statements which I had made ear] 
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(By Colone! ve You mean you had made 
statement? 
I made statements earlier and I had to verify these 
this sworn affidavit, s > I had made them previously. 


1 (Colonel Griffith Jones) Well, I won't pursue that. 
له‎ ’ 1 


^ 


یم 
at‏ 


When you learned that you had been inaccurate in your affi- 
davits about the SD men, what did you do about it^ Who did 
you tell? 

alized that, I volunteered as 


for the defense of 
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٩ Did nobody suggest that you might come and give 
evidence for the SD? 
lt was a matter of course that I had to, since I was 
L] 


on one side, the part of the prosecution against the SD, that 


I had to also defend the SD due to the fact that my statement 


was misunderstood by the prosecution. 
Q4 Very well. Now I want to ask you about another matter. 
When you made the affidavit on the 20th of November that we 


have seen, you did, in fact, make two other affidavits as well, 


A I don't know for sure but I believe I made two all 
together, 
Would you look at this document? Does that bear your 
signature? on it? 
Yes. 
Is that an affidavit sworn to on the 20th of November? 


r 


[es. 
Did you say this -- and I quote from Paragraph 2 -- and 

this was during September, 1938: "While in Hof, which is on 

the Czech borderg-XxgxidüxrEEEXLEÓxximiixxiExtkEexSEXSEIXiZEX 

BEEXAILXEREyILlERIXIEjJXIRERIIIRENREEXÉÉfiZzEJXWXNIERXNREXEERERXEXIXE- 

liskmüxkhxrR I beg your pardon, I ought to start this again. 

I will start from the beginning of paragraph 1: "In September 

1958 I was working in Amt III of the SD. (The department 

Which was then called Amt III later became Amt VI.) In the 

course of my work I traveled between Berlin, Hof and Munich." 


Does that appear in your affidavit? 
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Q "While in Hof, which is on the Czech border, I paid 
repeated visits to the SD Service Department, that is, 
intelligence Office, which has been established there. This 
Service Department had the task of collecting all political 
intelligence emanating from the Czechoslovak border districts 
and passing it on to Berlin. Continuous day and night tele- 
printer communications had been established from Ho direct 
to Amt III of the SD in Berlin." 

to Parggraph 5. "Hof was the center 
for all intelligence collected by the SD on the 8Zechoslovak 
question. The SD had agents all &long the border in every 
town. The names of these agents were reported to Hof, and two 
motor cars toured the border every day to collect the intelli- 
gence which had been unearthed. In addition, I remember that 
two or three companies of the SS-Totenkopf units were Exkxkx 
xished stationed in the neighborhood of Asch.” XEWXWillxynx 


inukxmukxkhkix 


Now will you look at this document, Does that document 


bear your signature? 
we 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: We Are/ready to put these 
documents in and give them a number? 
COLONEL NEAVE: This is one of h 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: Yes. 
COLONEL NEAVE: And it has not been exhibited before 


at all? 
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COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: No. 


COLONEL NEAVE: We haven't really discussed it yet, the 


question of putting in documents before this Commission. 


DR. GAWLIK: Then may I ask that I get copies of these 
documents if they will be used? 

COLONEL NEAVE: I think, Colonel Griffith Jones, that before 
we start putting in documents we must agree on some system by 
which the defense and ourselves get copies. We haven't really 
gone into this subject yet at all. Would you prefer to wait 
and talk that over later before putting in thet document? 

might 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: ££ We/adopt the same procedure as 
is adopted before the Tribunal during cross examination, and 
that is that when the prosecution puts in a document, defense 
counsel are either given copies at the time or immediately 
thereafter. I suggest that might be a satisfactory arrangement. 

COLONEL NEAVE: How long is this document? Would it take 
long to translate or is it already in German, the copy? 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: That copy I have handed kim the 

Gawlik 
witness is in German. It could be handed to Dr. £xwkiX and I 
could get another copy. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Dr. Gawkik, if you take a copy of that 
document now, will you agree to this procedure providing we 
number these documents? 

DR. 3AWLIK: Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: And you will establish a numbering system? 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: Well, I would suggest that tne 


Commission establish the numbering system. 
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COLONEL NEAVE: Well, I mean the prose 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: Yes. Very well, I can 
by conferring with the Court Secretary. I will have 
block of numbers which we can 

CCLONEL NEAVE: SR, Shall we deal with that afterwards? 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: The only fear I have is that 
unless we do number these documents as we £o along we will get 
confused, so perhaps we could 
Docunent No. 1. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Well, we will arrange the numb ering 
System afterwards. In the me antime, if Dr. Gawlik agrees to 

procedure -- 

DR. GAWLIK: Of course, if this system is used, the 
Defense too will bring before this Commission sworn affidavits 
and I hope that there is no objection to that. 

COLONEL NEAVE: There is no objection to that. They 
can do that. 

BY COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 
Q Is that document, No. 2, which I have just handed you, 


another affidavit sworn to by yourself on the 20th of November? 


COLONEL NEAVE: Let me explain to Dr. Gawlik that 
Colonel Griffith Jones is going to read this copy and then he 
can have the copy. 

BY COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 
" I will read the first paragraph: "From 1924 to 1941 


I was a member of the SD. In the winter of 1929 I was Stationed 


y 
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in Berlin, working in Amt VI, Chief Sector South East. 
Early in March, 1939, four or five days before Slovakia 
declared its independence, Heydrich, who was chief of the SD, 
ordered me to report to Nebe, the chief of the Reich Criminal 
Police. Nebe had been told by Heydrich to accelerate the 
production of explosives which his department was manufactur- 
ing for the use of certain Slovak groups. These explosives 
were Small tins weighing &pproximately 500 grams. As soon as 
forty or fifty of these explosives had been finished, I carried 
them by automobile to a small village called Engerau, just 
across the border from Pressburg in Slovakia. The Security 
Police had a Service Department in this village for the handling 
When 
of SD activities." Bit/you realized that you had made an error 
in your affidavit by talking about SD men and that that phrase 
incriminated the SD, did you discover any error in what you 
had said in these two affidavits? 

A No. According to my opinion, there was nothing crimi- 
nal in this representation. 

٩ If you had been told that what you said in these two 
affidavits incriminated the SD, would you have been prepared 
to think out some other explanation to come and give to this 
Commission? 

A There is no possibility of excusing the SD in this case 
because the prosecution knows that I know -- they have full 
information as to what the leadership, the Chief of the Security 
Office and the SD had done to me. I have to make a difference, 


though, between the leadership and the organization, which had 
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nothing to do with it. 

COLONEL NEAVE: May I just interrupt one minute? This 
witness really is Speaking much too fast. It is very diffi- 
cult for the court reporters to follow. 

BY COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 

Q I don't want to interrupt you but we will go on and 
if you want to add any further explanation you may do so when 
I have finished. I have one further question to ask you which 
may shorten what you are going to say. On the 12th of Sep- 
tember, last year, you were interrogated by Colonel Brundage, 
were you not? Perhaps I might read to you a passage from a 
transcript of your interrogation on that date. You were 
talking of the work you were doing, fighting the black market 
in Belgium in 1944, and then you Speak of your surrender to 
the Allies and this is what you have said: "That is why I 
went voluntarily in October ---" 


DR. GAWLIK: I object to that. The relevancy here is 


only questions concerning the activities, duties and actions 


of the various organizations. Paragraph 4 of the letter of 
the 13th of March is irrelevant. 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: If Dr. Gawlik will allow me 
to finish reading six Lines he will fina that this passage 
affects the activities and aims of the organization. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Let Colonel Griffith Jones finish his 
reading then. 


COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: "That is why I went voluntarily 
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in 1944 over to the Allies, because I knew that after we had 
to retreat from Belgium, after the war situation, the SS would 
have got me. I knew that because already twice before the 
SD had tried to get me and give me different tasks, but I 
didn't want to go back to the SS under any circumstances; so 
then I went over the border to the Allies." 

Now on the 9th of October you went further to explain 
why you did not want to go back to the SS, and I quote now 


from $he transcript of your interrogation of that date: 


"Normally, now that the job had been terminated, I should have 
reported to the SS Administrator in order to obtain a new 
assignment, but I knew that all I would get would be an assign- 
ment for more dirty work and I did not want to do 

And again on the 10th of October, 
"I could be sure that Himmler would 
job with the Security Police"? 

Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Colonel Griffith Jones, are this 
adventures eventually going to relate to the activities 


the SD? 


that the SD and the SS were employing 
BY COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 
Is that correct? 


I now explain 


statements of 
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13 -0013 


thankful to 


Kaltenbrunner. 


Mi í 
v نئ ا‎ Vi uada 


مث م۱117 
AILUCCILCILU‏ 


<” وې‎ ne 


1 ‘ATAT TDO 
Di Me MUNIN 


In Septembe 3٩ he S e 1 (jd and certain 


tasks of Xk& Ant III were transferred | Amt | isn't that 


1 have anothe 5 that and I 


^ = 


declared irrelevant. 


L NEAVE: W 1 ) I am not clear 


to the import of your question lay be didn&t underst: 
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MONNERAY: I wanted to know whether, in September 
of Amt L were transferred to the 
office of Am 

lay I answer objection 

a member of Amt III, 
per/ 

think it is perfectly mxümissi 
about the organization of which he was a 
afterwards he was a member of Amt VI also, so that he would 

direct witness on certain questionws for the organization 

ias a member, 
NEAVE: Dr. Gawlik, you asked him questions 

yourself on this subject of Amt III so 
prosecution should not cross examine him on that. 
the question of what the next witness is going to say, if it 
is cumulative to what he has said, well, I will leave that to 
you. I think you discussed Amt III yourself. 

DR. GAWLIK: But I only discussed it as far as the 
witness was concerned and also only as far as the case 
Kleiwidz. As S I1 را‎ the witness was never in the 
German Signal Service or the Information Service within the 
country but always outside the country and, therefore, I 
doubt very much whether he can give information about the 
Information branch inside Germeny. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Well, M. Monneray, will you keep this 

short as possible and then we will find out whether he 

does know anything. 


T INT WD 
M. MONNER AY $ . 
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٩ Witness, what was the designation for Department 
£x of Amt VIF 
A At the time I belonged to Amt VI the designation Amt 
VI S did not exist and evidently was brought about only much 
later. 
What was the meaning of Amt VI? 


I only can give information about Amt VI until January 


Q But you just ssid just now that afterwards you know 
that Amt VI S was brought about? 

It was a branch which, so far 
only made up for war purposes. 

Is it right that the mission of Amt VI S was sabotage, 
according to Document 2346 PS I do not have the exhibit 
Number. 

BOLONEL NEAVE: M. Monneray, what document is being 
referred to? Is that a document that has been put in by the 
prosecution? 

M. MONNERAY: Yes, the document has been put in byt 
I don't know what the number is. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Well, I don't think we can expect the 
witness to remember what it is by the number. 

M. MONNERAY: | Well, I will show him the document. 

A I only heard of the existence of Amt VIS S and whatever 
I say about it are just opinions of my own for which I am not 


responsible. I only know about the activity of Amt VI S from 
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one case and am not able to give the complete scope of work 
of that office. Therefore, I can not make any responsible 
answers concerning the scope of work by that office. 

Q You suggest in your answer that you knew about the 
existence of this office when you got the special mission from 
Himmler for Denmark? 

That is the one case that I was talking about just now. 

i What did this special mission for Denmark consist of? 

A This mission was for me to work as an 
do anti-terrorist activities against the Danish 
the Danish resistance movement. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Just a minute, M. Monneray. Do you 
think that this is very relevant, this reference to his indi- 
vidual mission to Denmark? 

M. MONNERAY: I think this mission is not an individual 
mission; I was just coming to the general task of the organi- 
zation. 

Or: 

COLONEL NEAVE: Well, go esses. 
BY M. MONNERAY: 

۹ What were the particular measures to take in Denmark 
against the resistance movement? 

A We always did that but on the smallest scale, what the 
Danish resistance movement had shown us. 


What did you do in Denmark? 


A „We answered the Danish resistance movement with the 


Same measures that they used against German interests. 


COLONEL NEAVE Just a minute, M. Monneray. I am 
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quite clear what this is leading to. We do want to save 
time. What has this mission to Denmark got to do with the SD? 
M. MONNERAY: The SD had special missions sent into 
occupied territory in order to fight against the resistance 
movements. Those missions were -- 
COLONEL NEAVE: Did this man say he was sent there on 
behalf of the SD? 


T 


M. MONNERAY: He was sent over by Himmler. He 


was not sent alone to DBlimark; was in a group. And 

taken in Denmark 
also that he considered these measures/as a certain kind 
reprisals so he got superior orders frm for the execution 
of those orders in Denmark. So this action, with the actions 
of his accomplices, was/political action of the German organi- 


zations. 
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1130-1300 Hours 
24 Msy, 1946, 

DR. GAWLIK: Himmler hed a large number of organizations. 
Himmler was chief of the SD, was chief of the Poli he was commander 
of the Replacement Army. The fact that the witness had received the job 
from Himmler, thegefore, does not prove anything concerning the or ganization. 
The prosecution 2180 stated thet the group took part, but up to now no mention 
was made as to the group of 

COLONEL NEAVE; Thank you, 
jection, I heerd no reference so far 5s to the SD on the mission 
I cannot see th Ferenc in this discussi: I think yoi 
questions a little mor een bas د‎ £o on, Mr. Monneray? 

MR. MONNERAY: I would k kn: fi which were the 
measures taken in Denmark? 

DR. GAWLIK; That is the same ouestion. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Let the witness answer. He may say whether or not 
he knows about this, Please renest the cuestion. 

MR. MONWERAY: Whet were the messures carried throuch by the witness 
end other people working with him in Denmerk, according to the orders of Himmler? 

THE WITNESS: Only always in gewer to the measures thet the Danes 
made against us, 

(RECESS.) 

COLONEL NEAVE: Will you continue, Mr. Monneray? 

MR. MONNERAY; When were you in Denmark? 

DR. GAWLIK; I object to further questioning concerning the ine 
cident in Denmark, es long as the ouestion hes not been settled whether these 
questions concern the actions of Amp. 3 = 6 or 7. 


COLONEL NEAVE; Dr. Gawlik, I believe we should listen to what the 


witness has to say. 
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BY MR. MONNERAY; 

When were you in Denmark? 

I was in Denmark in 1944, 

Were you long in Denmark? 

During esch visit I was there only a short time, I was there three 
or four t j few day | an only give very restricted inform-tion 
about this. 

Q With whom were you in contect in Denmerk, insofar ss German authorities 

are concerned? 


A Mey I ask a question in explanation as to the organization? 


COLONEL NEAVE; agree never the question, 


BY MR. MONNERAY: 

A I wes in touch with people whose names I do not remember exactly and 
about whom I do not know, nor do I know if the names given me were their 
reel names or not, 

Q At what location did you get in touch with those German people? 

A I took up discussions with the manager or director of Amp. 6, a 
man called Skorceny. I told the prosecution when I wes asked about this 
some time azo that the people, like Skorceny, were people belonging to the 
army and not to the SD. 

q May I make this question clear? Before you went to Denmark, you were 
told to contact Skorceny, chief of Amp 6-S,is thet so? 

A There was no such thing as Amp 6-S, 

Qq Did you not say just before the recess, at the beginning thet you did 
not know anything about the office of Amo 6? 

A I said with one exception and this excention is Denmark, 

Q Could you tell us the importent sense of the conversation you had with 


Skorceny? 
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A I received an order, 
Q Did you ever see Skorceny before? 
A Skorceny was not authorized to give me orders, I should 
point out that I was not a member of the SD when Himmler gave me 
Q Why did you see Skorceny? 
A Because I did not belong to the SD and as far as I was concerned 
not have a single person at my disposal to help me carry out my orders, 
Q Did Skorceny give you any versonnel in order to help you to carry 
through your special task? 
A ne did, but these people did 1 elong to the SD, but to » troop 
section 
So, Skorceny did give you personnel? 
Yes, personnel from the Waffen SS, 
Why did you zo to Skorceny and get this help? 
Because those were Kaltenbrunner's orders. 
Did you tell Sk your orders from Kaltenbrunner? 
Yes, 
2 Kaltenbrunner was Chief over Skorceny? 
A Kaltenbrunner wes Chief of the Security Police and 
Q So, Skorceny had to carry out the orders transmitted by 
Kaltenbrunner? 
A I cannot give you any clear answer to that question, as ev: 
I do not know whet the status of Skorceny was and if he belonged to 
Waffen SS or the SD. 
Q Was Department 6-8 pert of Amp. 6? 
A In my opinion there is only one. 


Six wes و‎ vert of the SD? Was it? 
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A Yes, 

Q How many people did you get from Skorceny? 

A I, personally, did not get any men. These men were led by 2 man 
and they were subordinate to the Waffen SS, They were a troop part of the 
Waffen SS, 

Q Your group did not carry out any killings 

A In my estimation about one-twentieth of the number of German soldiers 
killed by the Danes, I cen only give on estimate, ‘as I have no definite 
knowledze, 

Your answer is "yes?" 

I have already given my answer, 

Did you meet Dr. Mildner in Denmark? 

No. 

Could you give me the names of any German officers in Denmark with 
whom you had been in touch? 

A Yes, but not in relstion to these things. I do not know what the 


question is to mean, 


Does the Russian prosecution desire to ask eny 


questions, 
RUSSIAN PROSECUTOR: No, 
BY LT. COLONE BROOKHART: 


I have a few questions pertaining to the examin-tion by t^e council 


for the Gestapo. If I understood vou correctly, you stated that no pert of 
7 و"‎ 


Amo 4 RSHA was used in preparine the simulated attack against the Gleiwitz 


Radio Station? 
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A I said that no member of Amp. 4 took part in the attack on the Gleiwi tz 
Radio Station, 

Q Is it not true thet Mildner, chief of the Gestaoo, directed you in part 

Mueller 
task and thet you reported to Mtit&mer et his stetion in Oppen where 

instructed you on when and where you would receive the body of the dead man 
be used ss part of this simulated attack? 

A Yes, I sad thet Mildner wae to give me an order t! hed passed on, 
that Heydrick was to give an order pessed on by Mildmer, ٥ the body of 
dead man. I carried through this action without help. 

Q But, you did receive the body ccording to the plan arranged by 
Mildner? 

A Yes, it was given to me as an order. 

Q The question wes whether the body was furnished pursuant to errengements 
made by Mueller? 

A I can give you no precise answer. I was only a witness to a conversstion 
between Mildner and Mueller. I can give you no definite answer 
pert Amp. 4 played in it. 

Q This is the substance of whet you testified to before, is it not? 
You had a conversation with Mueller sometime before the incident, you had pre- 


vious instructions to call Mueller when you wanted the dead body, using the 


words "For Canned Goods," Mueller told you you would receive the body at exactly 


eight o'clock at the broadcasting station in Gleiwitz. You chose the point 
at which the body was to be delivered. When the signal was given you did re- 


ceive the man and you laid him down at the entrence of the station. Is that 
correct? 
A Yes, 


4 Those are the facts? 
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A Yes, but I cannot place Mueller in direct touch or contact with Amp. 4, 


Q What you say now and have said before is your answer to the best of your 
recollection, is that correct? 
A Yes. 


BY DR, GAWLIK; 


Q Will you please answer my questions only by answering "yes" or "no" ana 
if I went a declaration, I will ask you for seme. If you do not know anything 
for certain, say you ĉo not know for certain, 

The first question relates to the word "SD Man", Does the word "SD Man" 
mean a man who is on duty in the Intellicence Service in Germany prover - an 


office which was lster carried on by Office 3 of the RSHA 


A No. 
Q What does "SD Man" mean? I shall word my question this way, did the 
word "SD Man" heve several different meaning in the language? 
COLONEL NEAVE; I thought the witness had already answered this question 
n the original examination. 
DR. GAWLIK; In my opinion, these questions have not been answered 
quite clesrly. May I present the question to the witness in my interpret-tion 
of what he hes said? 
COLONEL NEAVE; Let us have a brief statement ss 
"SD Man" means, according to the witness, 
DR, GAWLIK; I understand the term "SD Man" hss several different 


meanings. First, a man who was on duty in the Inland Intelli rence Service, 


carried out by the organization of Amp. 3. A further meaning of the tern, 


"SD Man" was arman who was active in the Foreign Intelligence Service outside 
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of Germany proper, 


further mentioned as members of Amp. 7. Th- 


plied to "SD Man" according to th 


there was an SD of the SS, together with all the members of 


the SS, or who wanted to become 


E 


members of the Gestspo the Crimina 


one principle, nothing do with these 


Man." Furthermore 


If I understood you correctly, 


en organization taken over lester by Amp. 6. 


the bureaus in which they worked. 


memoers 


Police. 


who 


MUN 


The"SD Man" was 


t is the meaning of the term ap- 


Furthermore, 


P" 


the RSHA and the 


of the SS, especially also 


> 


These so-called "SD Men" have 


different 


you said the to Heydrich, 


wes termed as "confidential" or 


rou said there 


were 


J 


Is that correct? 


THE WITNESS: 


Yes. 


LT. COLONEL BROOKHART#his is much too complicated for a single question, 


eo 


least it cannot be answered in 


that it covers a period during which the 


He 
stands what the witness hes said of the inte 


witness has answered that it is 


something to clarify the nature of the term 


4 
v 


don't think you should continue in the 


short questions, 


DR. GAWLIK: I only mt the question in 


at first understand my question, 


or. 
COLONEL NEAVE: Go ——— م‎ 


a single answer. A further objection would 


witness 


hes given quite a clear explana tion of what 


the correct versi 


form, I think 


be 


said he was not a member of 


he under- 
roretion of the term, "SD Man", The 


on. this has done 


"SD Man." However, Dr. Gawlik, I 


ou must ask the witness 


this form, as the 
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Meehan 
2A May. 


BY DR. GAWLIK: 


Q Do you mean to say that the reason for vour using the word "SD Man" 
from » different sense used by the prosecution is due to your different meaning 
of the word "SD Men?" 

A Yes, this is what I tried to explain to the Tribunal yesterday, 

You did not want to deny that you made use of the term, "SD Man?" 
No, 

4 I now refer to the affidevit of 20 November, 1945, This is affidavit 
for the prosecution No. 1. You said in September, 1938 you worked in Amp. 3, 
Did this Amp. 3 of the SD have the same aims end objectives of the 


3 of the RSHA? 


A No, it had nothing whatsoever to do with them. The exact name of the 


office at that time wes not Amp. 3, it was Central Department No. 3, 
Q You further said that you visited an SD - Service Department. Was 
this a department th: wd the same tasks, aims and objectives of the letter 
he RSHA? 
A No, it was a department thet concerned itsel! with counter intellicence 
matters, 


Q Did this office have any special aims, or was its activities concerning 


counter intelli-ence matters and es ionage such as all countries have? 


MR. MONNERAY: I don't think the witness can answer any questions 


concerning foreign matters or countries, 
COLONEL NEAVE: Please keep to the point. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 


A 


Q Were you employed in the German Intelligence Service abroad? 
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Take 2 9 
Meehan 
24 May, 


A. Yee, 


Q In your capacity as a member of AmB 6 were you able to get en insight 
^, e € 


into the foreign espionage agencies of other countries? 
A I am quite well informed concerning the espionage agencies in the Balkans, 
but I am not informed as to the American and English int ellizence service. 
Could you make a comparison. . 7 

DR. KEMPNER; I object to this question, we ere not inter 
foreign espioneze, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Mink we are going a little 
Are you discussing the functions f ant Vi. 

DR. GAWLIK: No, I am discussing the affidavit thet was presented 
concerning the SD Department. I will withdraw my question end ask another 
ques tion of the witness, 

COLONEL WEAVE fit is relative, w |l be د‎ 1 to hear the question, 

ha 
but try to stick to the point. What is the At ues tio 
about espionsge service in other countries? 

DR. GAWLIK: I just wanted to discuss os to whether this department 
mentioned had as its objective the permitting of crim szainst peace or a gression, 
In my opinion the affidavit was presented to prove a point, but efter the objection, 

he question differently, 

COLONEL XMEAVE: When you talk sbout an affidavit, is it the affidavit 
that the prosecution put in today or another affidavit? 

DR. GAWLIK: It is today's affidavit put in by the prosecution and 
presented in cross examination, 

COLONEL NAVE; You may go on, but please 


more precise, 
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Meehan 
24 May. 


the aims, activities and objectives of Amp 6? 


office have any special missions beyond the 


A This fice was only used in a very restricted way end that 
formation on intelligence concerning the Czech border incident. 

q Did the members of the Inland SD Amp 3 organiz 
this office? 

A I hardly think so, this fice only exis s short time, 

Q Did the members of the ge sior | 6 f the tasks of this 
special SD office, id only the members of the special SD office know of these 
tasks? 

A This office was never mentioned on the organization plan of the SD 
Security Office, as it was used only for a very short time as a collection agency 


for informetion and intellizence, 


q I now turn to the secon affidavit, submitted today, dated 20 November, 


1945, This concerns the manufsc turing of explosives, Did this work of manufacturing 


explosives belong to the tasks, aims and objectives of the Inland organization of 
Amp 3? 

A I already mentioned thet this was considered و‎ very special incident by 
the Criminal Police, because within the entire SD main office there was not a 
Single department for this, 


Q4 You seid that the SD had a Service Department or an office in order to 
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Meehan 
24 Maz 


to carry out actions. Whet do vou meen by the SD here? 
A It seems to me that the wording 
jiscuss this sentence at 
not seem possible to 
Q I want to a you wh you want to say in this sentence? 
A I wanted to say where I placed the exolosive and where I store 
explosive thet hed been manufsctured on the German side, 
that sl’ you wanted to 
wanted to express 
not know whether this place Semporery or permanent office of the 
no Security Police, and the term SD Slipved in this connection just 
the other connection, 
Cen you, in your experience, enswer the cuestion whe ther the term 
SD was frequently used for the term SP or Security Police, 
A I know that this term was always used concerning the Gestapo and 


Police and this was brought about by 


Q Do I understand you correctly that you cannot todey say for sure 


whether this concerned work of the SD or SP? 


es: NE اوو‎ : ! 
COLONEL WEAVE: “This concerned work, what do you mean? 


DR, GAWLIK; I imagine thet this affidevit was submitted to prove 
thet the SD carried out Criminal activities in th 1 |! as to wha he Prose- 
cution wants to prove relative to this witness in 

COLONEL NEAVE; Let the witness answer, 


BY DR. GAWLIK; 
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Q You said the word SD slipped out. Do you want to say that you cannot 
say for sure whether at that time these activities were activities of the SP 
or activities of the SD.Before answering the question, res 

(The witness is handed the affidavit.) 

is a cohtradiction in the German sentence, which says the SD 

to carry out the activities of the SD. It contradicts itself 
not notice this contradiction when I signed the affidavit. 

might be an error brouzht about by 
it was translated from German into English and then into German. 
COLONEL JONES: The document which the witness holds in his hend 
original Germen transcript bearing his signature, It is the same 
document that the witness resd through and signed, 

DR, GAWLIK: There is an error of the German construction of the sentence, 

COLONEL KEAVE: You have heard the prosecution's statement on the 
vou cen proceed, 
BY DR. GAWLIK, 

Q Can you meke a further statement. 

A In order to clerify the words as to what I want to say to express 
that sentence, I would now have to interpret the sentence, 

Q Say it. 


A The Security Police had an office in this place - of course, the 


Security Police aids in any of the activities of the SD necessiteted in this 


place. 
Q Was this work special work in this SD office? 
A Yes, in the first place they were missions for the Intelligence 


Service, 
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Whet kind of SD work was this? Internal or Foreign Intellizence 
Service? 
A Foreign Intelligence Service. 


I hed then nothing to do with the aim ks objectives of 


the work of this office outside the scope of the usual activi ties 
it wes only my own speciel individuel mission, which I was to 
make out ss I was : explosives to Czech troops, 

LT. COLONEL BROOKHART; We have covered these guestions with this 


ii 


witness in one instance and sometimes twice. Do we have to zo over 


COLONEL NEAVE: > have dealt with this explosives mat ter 


have we not Dr. Gawlik? 
BY DR. GAWLIK; 
Q I will now turn to the incident at Denmark. First, you spoke of 
missions" that vou received from Himmler. Is th» t correct? 
Yes, 
Did these dirty missions have anything to do with the aims, sks 
end objectives of Amo 3, RSHA? 
COLONEL JONES; I object, this is much too wide a question, 
DR. GAWLIK;  Thesorosecution brought these questions uv, I imagi 


and proof of the activities of the £ which we are discussing 


COLONEL NEAVE: You cannot ask a man if his individual mission to & 
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a dity job hed any connection with the aims, tasks end objectives of the 
SD in general, but you can ask him a more precise question eme point. 

DR. GAWLIK; To be quite frank, I understand the mission was not 
explained more fully, but I imagine it was submitted here in order to prove 
that these were missions of tre SD. 

MR.MONNERAY; I think the witness has admitted the tasks in Denmark 
consisted of killing people, 

DR. GAWLIK; The first gentleman of the prosecution, Colonel Jones, 
submitted a document where the word, "dirty missions" wes used, I do not 
znow if that had anything to do with Denmark. This concerns the affidavit 
thet the witness hed made in which he stated he wanted nothing to do with 
these dirty missions. I do not know if © the incident in Denmark 
or not. If the prosecution says that is true, I confine my questions 
to that. 

COLONEL NEAVE: The vrosecution referred to د‎ mission in Denmark 
and vou cen ask him 2705 Denmark. 

DR. GAWLIK: Did the work that you carried out in Denmark belong 
to the task, aims and objectives of the Inland organization of Amp 3? 

COLONEL NEAVE; You cannot ask him as wide a question as to the 
tasks, aims and objectives of the SS, when it can clearly not be covered in 
an answer to a question =bout an individual mission to Denmark, but you can 


ask him the connection, 


DR, GAWLIK; Do you know the aims, tasks and objectives of the 


Inland Intelligence orgenization? 


COLONEL NEAVE; In the first place, this cannot be answered in 


LA CH 
one question, It is an spreneous-question. 
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24 May. 


COLONEL KAREN; I assume that the witness hes said everything he hes to 


DR, GAWLIK; has only testified as to his mission in Denmark, 
As council for the defense, is my duty to bring about & connection in these 
matters, 

COLONEL Nesve: Well, ask him a precise question on that. 

COLONEL JONES; Perhaps Dr. Gawlik does not appreciate the reasons, 
Certainly whether the eims or purposes of this organization were criminal or 
not is & matter thet the Tribunal can answer and no one can say of their own 
accord whether it is criminal or innocent, all anyone can 
actions, 

DR. GAWLIK: Yes, I quite agree there, but I did not 

any manner, I merely asi 
activities carried out by him in Denmark belonged to the SD, 

COLONZL NEAVE; To cut this short - ask him that question. 

GAWLIK; 

Then I shall ask the question this way. Did the mission - the activities 
that you carried out in Denmark - I don't know anything of the individual 
activities - did these activities belong to the aims, purposes and objectives 
of the Inland Organization of Amp 3? 

A No, 

Q Did any office of the organization of the Inlend Intelligence, the 
Office 3 of the RSHA give any orders as to this? 

A No, not at ell, I have already said that this was a special mission 


that Himmler charged me with and to which I was forced into, 


COLONEL NEAVE; I believe he already answered that question end we 


are covering the same ground. 





۸٨ WM MOA 
Take 2-2. 16 H0913 — 0033 


AWLIK: I still heve to refer to the matters brought up by 


the prosecution and I still must ask the witness rzbout Amp. 6 


COLONEL NEAVE, Please don't ask him questions thet he has 


answered, How long will it take to ask your questions? 


Di. GAWLIK; About fifteen minutes, 


COLONEL NEAVE: You can ask the 


uestions after lunch. Xaxwiit 


t 1500 Hours until 1400 Hours, ) 


-0-0-0-0-0-0-0—-0—0-0-0- 
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Darrow 

24 Way 1946 

1400-1530 AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The Commission reconvened at 1400 hours 24 
May 1946). 


CAPTAIN TUBKIDY: Do youwant to resume Gross- 
examination? 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: I have finished. 
ALFRED HELMUT NAUJOCKS--Resumed 
REDIKECT EXAMINATION 
BY Dk. GAWLIK: 

٩ I would like to ask a question yet concerning that 
affidavit of the 20th November 1945, Number 1 which was 
entered here. In this affidavit you stated that the sp had 
agents along the Czech border in every town. Do you want to 
explain that sentence a little closer, especially what you 
understand under the word SD in this case? 

A Under that I mean agents who were working for the 
SD or any other part of the security service, people that 
were very trustworthy and had served in this capacity. 

Q Did the SD actually have agents? 

A No. At that time I was told the word "Vertranens- 
khsxwmmixfxx leute" which is being used here, the English 


translation of it was agent, and they were not being paid. 


Q Do you realize that under the German word "Agenten" 


or "agent," another person is understood that is a paid 
agent? 


A I pointed that out for that reason during my inter- 
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rogation at that time. 

Q I further wanted to ask,was this an organization 
of "Amt III" or "Amt VI"? 

A No clear differences could be made in this case 
because "Vertranensleute" or agents of the SD might give 
information which £xmxsmtikkmrxzER would either concern "amt 
III" or "Amt VI." 

Q You said yesterday that you belonged to "Amt VI" 
till the 7th of January 1941. Did you later on belong to 
any organization of "Amt VI"? 

A No. To an organization of the SD or the Reich 
Security office. 

d In other words, when you did this job, the mission 
in Denmark, you did not belong to the organization of "Amt III" 
or "Amt vI"? 

A No. At that time I was working for the military 
government, for the military administration, in Belgium. 

Q Are the duties of "Amt-VI-S" which has been men- 
tioned here today known to you? Or don't you know anything 
exactly about it? 

A I cannot give exact information concerning this 
because I do not know the organization of "Amt VI S." 

DH. MERKEL: I would like to ask two questions 
of the witness concerning this cross-examination. 
BY DR. MERKEL: 


Q I would like to have it stated very clearly of 





QR 


the protocol that even though you did have talk with Miller, 
` the chief of "Amt Iv", that XAMEXZYR "AMT IV" was in no 
way connected with the &ttack on the Gleiwitz radio station. 

M. MONNERAY: I object to this question. The 
witness's answer means in effect whether he has been in 
touch with the chief of "Amt IV", but we are not interested 
in the question of whether, according to his conviction, the 
Gestapo office has been averse to the Gleiwitz incident. 

Dk. MERKEL: I believe that he can answer it since 
if he would have talked with the chief of the "Amt IV" he 
could also say whether or not he had talked with any other 
members of "Amt Iv." 

CAPTAIN 101111۷: We will allow the question and 
will let the witness answer it. 

FREAK IXNKAS: I just want to make clear that in 
this case there was just a personal conversation concerning 
this between Miller and him and not an official conversation 
in the name of the organization. 


CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: The witness may answer. 


THE WITNESS: I cannot connect Miller with the se- 
cret Police -- with the organization of the secret police, 
because I could not find out the action of the secret police 
during the Gleiwitz incident. 

BY DR. MERKEL: 
Q Were you ever working for the Secret Folice, that 
is, the Gestapo? 


A No. 
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COM 
3-4 
Darrow 
24 May DK. MERKEL: I have no further questions. 
CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Does the Frosecution wish to 
cross-examine. 
(No response). 
That is all. 
2 XXXMAXKMMNXNNIHNXAAYHUKHAATX 
XXRKBXEBMKA BEABHKX KAY HHL HAIXAMKXALEOX MAME XX 
(The Commission adjourned at 1430 hours). 
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UMN 


if you refuse to tell me arain we‏ 67۳ د 


ant +1 Can wai AF 1^ 3 
any furth van you say approximately whether it wa 
months or three months ar 
YAVIT Te. دنو‎ Rr e . 
GivLIK: I object to this question. I do not think that this question 


is rclovant. 


n 7 NTA TT Te anler 4 r + 
ZOLONEL NEAVEs nder if you con state briefly what is the 


question? Defense Vounscl anxious concerning 


given permission to hain out to witnesses 
tacy have any connection with your question. 
COLONEL FRIFFITH JONES 
am making 
nt. 


MS; YS 
NEAVE: 


GRIFFITH 


y 





1 


you. whether 
you know tha 
Ar 
oi sentember 


prison and there hoard for tho first 


probably would 
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And have you since together 


the witness wing, heen inventing sone kind of fû 


I did not make inventions but I just Wok 


telling the whole truth and my convictione 
Was it only necessary to tell the whole 


by what you had said in your affidavit you had in 


I made this statement, which was the 


A 


of the 20th of November, 19l5, at a time when Hitler 


alivee My statement or indictment--which I mace 


I make against Himmler and Hitler, 


well, did you not, in 


You knew perfectly 


and that Hitler was 


Yes, cf course I knew 


statements which I had 


Ncave) 


(By Colonel 


A I mace statements 


afficavit, since 


(Cc jl nel Gri 


learned that you had been inaccurate your aff1 


about it? Whe 


s I realized 


2911.8 


SD. 


It was itter of cours 


a ma 


of the prosecution 


the fact that 


my 
my 


Very welle 


the affidavit on the 20th 


ack 
Mace 


fact, make two other 


don't know for sure but I 


k 


Nould you lo 


Ye 


1 
5 une e 


Is that an a korn to on 3 


YeSe 


defense 
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Did you say this -== and I quote from Faragraph 2 سه‎ and this 
during the Scptember, 1930: "While in Hof, which is on the Czech bordor--! 


I beg your pardon, I ought to start this again. I will start from tho be- 


ginning of paragraph 1l: "In Septerber, 1938, I was working in Amt III of 


department which was then called Amt III later became Amt VI). 


of my work I traveled between Berlin, Hof and Muniche" Docs 


ppear in your affidavit? 


is on the Czech border, I paid 
the £2 Service Department, that is, Intelligence Office, which 
lishe. there. This Service Department had the task of colle 


tical intelligence emanating from the Czech Slovak border 


ing it on to Berlin. Continuous day and night telcprinte communica- 


the SD in Berlin," 
the contor for 


SD on thc Czechoslovak question. The SD had 


towne The names of these agents were 


in every 
motor cars tourzd the b r every cay to collect 
intelligence which had been unearthed. In ao iti n, I remanber that 
three companics of the SS-lotenkopf units were st^ti nec in the 


1 


Now, will you lo k at this cumente Docs that document bear 


our signature? 


put these documents in 
a number? 
COLONEL NZ4;VEt This is one of hi ficavits, isn't it? 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 


COLONEL NAVE ind it has n been exhibited before at 





M h LL 


COLONEL GRIFFITH 
COLONEL NEAVE: We haven't really discus 
putting in documents before this Commission. 
DR. GAWLIK: Then may + ask that I get copies of these docunents if 


they will be used? 


COLONEL NEAVE: I think, Volonel Griffith "ones, that before we 


start putting in documents we must agree 
defense and ourselves get copies. 
ject yet at all. Would you prefer 
putting in the document? 

COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 
adopted before the Tribunal during cross 
when the prosecution puts in a docu 
copies at the time or immediately thereaf 


satisfactory arrangement. 


COLONEL NEAVE: How long is this document 


Germ2ne It could be 
COLONEL NEAVE: Dre 
will you agree to this procedure 
DR. GAWLIK: Yes 
COLONEL NEAVEs 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: Viel 
establish the numbering system, 
COLONEL NEAVEs Well, I mean the 
COLONEL GRIFFITE JONES: 
with tne Court Secretarye 
can use, 
COLONEL NEAVE: Shall we 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 
number these documents 


could simply call this Prosecution 
156 
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COLONEL NEAYE: Well, we will arrange the numbering system afterwards. 
In the meantime, if Dre Gawlik agrecs to this procedure == 

DR, GAWLIK: Of course, if this system is used, the Defense too will 
bring before this Commission sworn affidavits and + hope that there is 
no objection to that. 

COLONEL NEAVE: There is no objection to that. They can do that. 
BY COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES: 

Q Is that document, Noe 2, which 1 have just handed you, another 
affidavit sworn to by yourself on the 20th of November? 


A v. 
A -0S8e 


COJCNEL NEAVE: Let me explain to br, Gawlik that Colonel Griffith 
Jones is going to read this copy and then he can have the COPY 


BY COLO? -L GRIFFITH JONES: 


Q I will read the first paragraph: "From 193) to 1941 I was a 


^ 


of the SD. In the vinter of 1939 I was stationed in Berlin, working 
in Amt VI, Chief Sector South East. Early in March, 1939, four or five 
days before Slovakia declared its independence, Heydrich, who was chief of 
the SD, ordered me to report to Nebe, the chief of the Reich Criminal 
Police, Nebe had been told by Heydrich to accelerate the production of 
explosives which his department was manufacturing for the use of certain 
Slovak groupse These explosives were small tins weighing approximately 
500 grams. As soon as forty ör fifty of these explosives had been finished, 
I carrizd them by automobile to a small village called Engerau, just 
across the border from Pressburg in Slovakia. The Security Police had د‎ 
Service Department in this village for the handling of SD activities," 
When you realized that you had made on error in you affidavit by talking 
-bout SD men and that that phrase incriminated the SD, did you discover 
any err r in what you had said in thcse two affidavits? 
Á No. According to my opinion, there was ncthing criminal in 


tnis representation, 


Q ^f you had been told that what you said in these two affidavits 


inerininated the SD, would you have been prepared to think out some other 


explanation to come and give to this Commission? 
107 
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A There is no possibility 


M 


the prosecution knows that I know == they 


the leadership, tne Chief of the Security “ffice and the SD had done to mee 


I have to make a difference, though, between tho 


ation, which had 
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COLONEL NEVE: lay I just in -'rupt one minuto? This witness r ally is 


caking uch too fast. Tt is y Mfficult for the court reporters t follow, 


C 


0 I con't want to intorrupt you but we will go on end if you want to 


any further cxnlanation you may do so when I have finished, I have 


which may shorten what you are going to Say. On the 


last ycor, you weve interrogated by Colo 


concer 


' ARTIT wea CPO es, A 
COLONEL NA د‎ 111 


COLON J, GRIFFITH 5: "That is wi "wont volunt^rily in 1944 over t 


Alli.;, because I to retreat from B.lgiun, after the 


war situation, the SS 0 


CY نه‎ wice bo- 


fore th I vidntt want 


aa 


oo uncer any circuu 


nily, n 
athinistrator ir 


: یه‎ } A M e EY 
ret would be Wn aSSlüornuüonu for 


ho sure 


40 Saue dirty job with the 
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Yes ۰ 


COLONEL NEVE: Griffith J ones, re 


activities Jf the SD? 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JON A that is the evicence tt 
were employing this man 


sed» 
CL ive 


په +“ r‏ 4 
ت( باللدسافلفت با.- 


dete aint ۰ 
للا‎ 1 


OCI'V 


nothing but trouble thr 


ill 


RMaltonhriunnwn 
WaALCCNbY ner, 


anc rcani zation 


with the Sccurit peration wit 


as 


"SD", just the word "Sp" 


uncunont 
(Discussion off the rec 


NONNERAY: 


ه ااا 


In September 1939, the SL reor, anizec and certain tasks 


transforred to Aat VI, isn!t that so? 


I object to quest 


witness on that an I fear that the 


Vee Vil 


ncorning the SD will bc 


am not clear cs to tho import of 


- 07v مر‎ "4 ? +r} 
Jour quostion. Maybe I 


I cicn't uncersta: 
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know whether, in Soptonbor of 1939, 0 


of Amt III were transfcrrec t: 


certain 


Dre Gawlik, 


0223226 hin 


concerzicd 


زو رکف لس E‏ 
885 دا ho‏ 
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COLONEL NEAVE: Me Momerny, what documont 


٩ 


a document that has been put 
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۷۳ 


not quite clear what bhis is leading to. We do want to save tino. 


7 


this mission to Denmark got to do rith the 


TIT 


MONNERAYs The SD had speci occumied 


in order to fight against the rc 


COLONEL NE on be 


Say ie was sent there 


M 


I. MONNERA TY: b: Himmlere He said ho 


alone to Denmark; he was in a group. And ho said also that hi 


those measures takon in Denmark as a cortain kind of 


ior orders for the exccuticn of tose orders in 


Fibre 


و 


ection, with tho actions of his 


yay 


4d. S 
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German organization 


۶ e 


DR, GAWLIK: Himmler had organizations,» 


was chief cf the SD, was chief of the 


Replacement Aqpguye t that the vr ad recoive 


Himmler, therefore, prove an; concerning the orgen 


osocution also stated that the took part, but now 


ne 
Ad 
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DR. GAWLIK: 
in Donmork, as long 
concern the actions 

COLONEL NEAVE: 

BY VR, NONNERAY: 
When were you in 
I was in Denmark 
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à i reccived an order. 


Q Did you ever see Skorceny before? 
A  Skorceny was not authorised to give me orders, I should like to 
point out that I was not a member of the $) when Himmler gave mo this mission. 
Q Why did you see Skorceny? 
4 Because I did not belong to the SD and as far as I was concerned I 
did not have a single person at my disposal to help me carry out ny orders, 
Q Did Skorcony give you eny personnel in order to help you to carry 
through your special task? 
å Yes, he did, but these pecple did not belong to the §D, but to a 
troop section of the Waffen ۰. 
So, Skorceny did give you personnel? 
Yes, personnel from the Waffen SS. 
Why did you go to Skorceny nå get tnis help? 
Because those were Kaltenbrunner's orders, 
Did you tell Skorceny that you cot your orders fron Kaltenbrunner? 
Yes. 
Kaltenbrunner was Chief cver Skcrceany? 
Kaltenbrunner was Chief of the Security Polics and the SD. 
Q So, Skorceny had to carry cut ths orders transmitted by you from 
Kaltenbrunner? 
A I cannot give you any clear answer to that question, as even today 
I do not know what the stabus of S-orceony was and if he belonged to the 
Waffen SS or the SD 


Was Department 6-S part cf amp. 67 


Q 
4 In my opinion there is only one. 
Q 


Six was a part of the 8D? Wes it? 

A Yes. 

How many people did you get from Skorceny?‏ پا 

A I, personally, did not got any ۰. hose men were led by a man 
aud they were subordinate to the Wefion SS. 1137 were a troop part of the 
Waffon SS. 

¢ Your group did not cerry out any killings of people? 

A In ny astimation about cre-twentisth of the number of yorman soldisre 
killed by the Danes. I can only give an estimate, as I havo no definite 


knowledga,. 
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Your ansver is "yas"? 
I have already given my answer. 
Did you met Dr. Mildner in Denmark? 
A No, 
e Could you give me the nanes of any Germen officers in Denmerk with 
whom you had bean in touch? 
A Yes, but not in relation to thease things. I do not know what the 
question is to mean. 
Ww That is all. 


COLONEL XS4VE: Doss the Russian prosecution desire to ask any 


RUSSIAN PROSECUTOR: Ko. 
T. COLONSL BROOKHART: 

Q I hava a few questions pertaining to tho oxarination by the council 
for t he Gestapo. If I understood you correctly, you stated that no part of 
Amp 4 RSHA was used in preparing the Simulated attack against the Gleiwitz 
Radio Station? 

A I said that no member of amp. 4 took Part in the attack on the 
Gleiwitz Radio Station, 


۵ Is it not true that Mildner, Chief of the Gestapo, directed you 


in part in this task and that you reported to meller at his station in Oppen 


instructed you on when and where you would recsive the body of the 

to be used as part of this simulated attack? 

A Yes, I saic that Mildner was to give me an order that had passed 
that Heydrick was to give an order Pc=sed on by Mildner, as to the body 
the dead man. I carried through this «ac 

q But, you did receive the body, according to the Plan arranged by 

Mildner? 
A Yes, it was giv. ;0 m as an 
The question was wheather the body was furnished pursuant to 
^ngemoents made by Mueller? 

A I can give you no precise answer. I was only a witness to a 

tion between Milénsr and kueller. I can give you no definite answer 


as to the part amp. 4 played in it. 
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« This is the substance of what you testified to before, is it not? 
You had a conversation with Mueller sometime before the incident, you had 
previous instructions to call Mueller when you wanted the dead body, using 
the words "For Canned Goods".  kuollor told you you would receive the body 
et oxactly eight o'clock at ths broadcasting station in Glaiwitz. You chose 


the point at which the body was to be delivered. When the signal was given 


you did receive the man and you laid him down at the entrance of tho station. 
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A Yes, but I cannot place Mueller in direct touch or contact w 
Ampo lis 

Q what you say now and have said before is your answer to the 
best of your recollection, is that correct? 

A Yese 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Q Will you please answer my questions only by answerin "yes" 
"nof and if I want a declaration, I will ask you for same. If you do 
kncw anything for certain, say you do not know for certain. 

The first question relates to the word "SD Man". Does the 
word "SD Man" mean a man who is on duty in the Intelligence Service in 
Germany proper = an office which was later carried on by Office 3 of the 
RSHA? 

A Noe 
Q What does "SD Man " mean? I shall word my questicn this way, 
did the word "SD Man" have several different meaning in the language? 

COLONEL NEAVEs: I thought the witness have already answered 
this question in the original examination, 

DR. Gal LIK: In my opinion, these questions have not been 
answered quite clearly, May I present the question to the witness in my 
interpretation of what he has said? 

COLONEL 1851181 Let us have a brief statement as to what the 
term "SD Man" means, according to the witness. 

DR, GAWLIK: I understand the term "SD Man" has several differ- 
ent meanings, First, د‎ man who was on duty in the Inland Intelligence 
Service, carried cut by the organization of Amp. 3. A further meaning 

f the rerm, "SD Man" was a man who was active in the Foreign Intelligence 


Service outside of Germany proper, an organization taken over later by 


Amp. 6, The "SD Man" was further mentioned as members if Ampe 7. That 


is the meaning of the term applied tc "SD Man" according to the bureaus 
in which they worked. Furthermore, there was an SD of the SS, together 
with all the members cf the RSHA and the members cf the SS, or who wanted 


to become members of the SS, especially also members of the Gestapo and 
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the Criminal Police. These so-called "SD Men" have one principle, 
nothing to do with these specialists, There are four different missione 
for the term "SD Man," Furtaermore you said that according to Heydrich, 
the term "SD Man" was also used for a man who was termed as "confidential" 
or "reliable," If I understood ycu correctly, you said there were many 
different meanings for the term "SD Man". Is that correct? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

LT. COLONEL 8800177 RT: This is much too complicated for a 
single question, at least it -anncot be answered in a single answer. A 
further objection wculd be t;5t it covers a period during which the witness 
said he was not a member cf ihe SD. 

COLONEL NEAVEs He has given quite a clear explanation of what 
he understands what the witness has said cf the interpretation of the 
term "SD Man", The witness has answere that it is the correct version. 

I think this has done something to clarify the nature of the term "SD Mant, 
However, Dre Gawlik, I don't think you should continue in that form, I 
think you must ask the :Ltness short questions. 

DR. GAWLIK: I only put the question in this form, as the 
witness did not at first ~..uerstand my question. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Go on, 

BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Q Do you mean to say that the reason for your using the word 
"SD Man" from a different sense used by the prosecution is due to your 
different meaning of the word "SD Man?! 

A Yes, this is what + tried t explain to the Tribunal yesterday. 

Q tou did not want to deny that you made ue of the term, 'SDMan"? 

A Noe 

Q I now refer to the affidavit of 20 November, 1945. This is 
affidavit for the prosecution No. le You said in September, 1938 you 
worked in Ampe 3. Did this Amp. 3 of the SD have the same aims and 
bjectives of the later amp 3 of the RSHA? 

A No, it had nothing whatsoever to do with them . The exact 
name of the office at that time was not Amp. 3, it was Central Department 
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: lou further said that you visited an SD - Service Department. 


Was this a department that had the same tasks, aims and objectives of the 
latter Amr 3 cf the RSHA? 

A No, it was a department that concerned itself with counter 
intelligence matters, 

Q Dic this office have any Special aims, or was its activities 
concerning covriter intelligence matters and espionage such as all countries 
have? 

MRe MONNERAY: I don't think the witness can answer any questions 
ecneerning forcign matters or countries. 

COLONEL NEAVEs Please keep to the pcint. 
BY DR. GAWLIKe 


Q “ere you employed in the German Intelligence Service abroad? 
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Q In your capacity as a member of Amt 6 wore you able to 


in insight into tho foreign esp ze of other countries? 


A I an quito well informed concerning the espionage agen- 


in the Balkans, but I am not informed as to the Aüuorionn 
intclligence service, 
Could you make a comparison...? 
PER: I object to this question, wc are not 
Laterested foroizn cspionage. 
COLONEL NEAR I think wo aro going a little for fron 
the point, sare you 8 ing the functions of Ant VI. 
Yo, I an discussing tho affidavit that wa; 
oncerning 16 SD Department. I will withdraw my questi 
question of the 
COLONEL N£5VE: If it is relat 
but try to stick to the poin What is the 
other countri 
whether 
dadcpartcont mentioned had as i objective the pernitting of 
In my opinion the 
objection, I 
quostion difforontly. 
COLONEL NE4VE: Whon you talk abo an affidavit, is 
idavit that tho prosecution put 
Re GaWLIXs t is today's affidavit put 
ceution and presented in cross 
COLONEL NEAVEI: 


ې 0 - * dad. 5 ae‏ ه 
Little moro prociso,‏ 


You know tho aims, activitics and objoctivos of Aut VI 


offidavit? 
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Q Did this SD office have any special missions beyond 











the usual capacity of Ant VI? 
P This office was only used in a very restricted way and 


that is to gather information on intelligence concerning the Czech 


Q Did tho nembers of tho Inland SD Ant III organization 
know of tho missions of this office? 


` 


a I hardly think so, because this office only oxisted foi 


Q Did tho monbors of the organization of Ant VI know of 


the tasks of this spocinl SD office, or did only tho nenbers of 


Ihis offico w^s novor nontionod on tho reseanization 


^n 


plan of tho SD Main Security Office, as it was uscd only for a ver 


ra 


يم 


Short tine as ^ collcection agency for infornation and intcllizence, 


Q I now turn to the second affidavit, submitted toda: ^ 
dated 20 Novo:bor, 1945, This concorns the manuracturing of ex- 


2 


plosives. Did this work of manufacturing explosives belong t» the 
tasks, ains and objectives of tho Inland organization of Amt III? 
à I already -ontionod that this was considered a very 


1 DA? 


Special incident by the Crininal Police, because within the ontiro 
SD nain office there was not o single dcpartricnt for this, 


thot the SD had a Service Department or an 


office in order to carry out actions. What do you nean by the SD 


‘ T+ " ae سه‎ " Wak += ( ales Sa e \ , 4l akinr 

å It scems to me that the wording is a bad translation, 
T wonted + I5 anean hie annta, c ٩ سس تما‎ 15 e *f ; yri + r / 
i wentca to discuss this sontonee at tho time tho affidavit was prc 


Sontod, but it did not svem possible to no then to a pply for a char 


Q I want to ask you what do you want to say in this son- 


T wanta کچ‎ leri HERS Td à AS A له‎ maius m A A 
p l wantod to say where I placed iio explosive and where 


i store the explosive thet hed been manufactured on tho German sido 


Q Is that all you wanted to say? 
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No, I should like to say further that 


that I did not know whothor 
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LT COLONEL BROOKHL.T: We have convore. those questions with this 


in -ne inst-neo wx. s.uctimes twiec. Do we have | ناد‎ ovor it ain? 


COLONEL NEVE: | hove cealt with this explosives mattor nlru ود‎ 
Dr. Gawlik? 
WLIK: 
I will now turn to thc incident ^t Denmark. 
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roration 


an organization of "Amt III" or 


No clear differences could be made in this case because "Yortrariens- 
leute" or agents of the SD might give information which would either concern 
"imt III" or “amt VI". 

te You woid yesterday that you belonged to "Amt 
January 1941. Dida vou ter on belong to any organization of "Amt VI", 

Noe Toa ganization of the SD or the Reich Security Office. 

In other 

belong to thc organiz 

No. At that time I 
military adm 


which has been mentioned her 


wm to you? Or don't you know anythine exactly about it? 
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to his conviction, 
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question and will let the witness 
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conversation in the name of the organization. 
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